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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1 



8 are pending for examination. 



2. 



Claims 1 



8 are rejected. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubhc use or on 
sale in this countiy, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1- 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Sarat, U.S. Patent 
6,581,122 Bl. 

4. As per claim 1; "A USB-based data security device comprising: 

a USB mass storage class controller connected to a USB-interfaced operation system for 
carrying out USB protocol commands issued by the operation system [Abstract, 
col. l,line 20-col. 8,line 12, whereas the processor based smartcard with USB interfacing 
(i.e., figure 3 and associated description) is used ' ... to control the communications fi-om 
the CPU 10 to any other peripheral devices (i.e., the computer RAM, hard drive, or any 
other mass storage associated with said computer) a personal computer with a 

USB port is inherently smartcard enabled...', and (i.e., col. 7,lines 7-60) bulk 
encryption and decryption, where the card can operate as a pass-through device.', clearly 
encompasses the claimed limitations as broadly interpreted by the examiner.]; and 
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a data protection device connecting the USB mass storage class controller to a data 
storage device, 

the data protection device comprising 

a write protection unit, 

an enciphering unit and 

a deciphering unit, 

the write protection unit and 

the enciphering unit respectively providing 

write protection of the data storage medium and 
enciphering data when data are to be written by the 
operation system into the data storage medium, 
the deciphering unit 

deciphering data from the data storage medium when the 
operation system reads the data from the data storage medium 
[Abstract, col. l,line 20-col. 8,line 12, whereas the processor based 
smartcard with USB interfacing (i.e., figure 3 and associated 
description) is used ' ... to control the communications from the 
CPU 10 to any other peripheral devices (i.e., the computer RAM, 
hard drive, or any other mass storage associated with said 
computer) a personal computer with a USB port is 

inherently smartcard enabled...', and (i.e., col. 7,lines 7-60) 
bulk encryption and decryption, where the card can operate as a 
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pass-through device.', clearly encompasses the claimed limitations 
as broadly interpreted by the examiner.].". 

5. Claim 2 additionally recites the limitation that; "The USB-based data security device as 
claimed in claim 1, wherein 

the USB mass storage class controller and 

the data protection device are incorporated in 
a USB-based data accessing device.". 
The teachings of Sarat suggest such limitations (Abstract, col. l,line 20-col. 8,line 12, whereas 
the processor based smartcard with USB interfacing (i.e., figure 3 and associated description) is 
used ' ... to control the communications from the CPU 10 to any other peripheral devices (i.e., 
the computer RAM, hard drive, or any other mass storage associated with said computer) . . . 
' . . . a personal computer with a USB port is inherently smartcard enabled. . . and ' . . . (i.e., col. 
7,lines 7-60) bulk encryption and decryption, where the card can operate as a pass-through 
device.', and further, where the smartcard clearly can interface with the computer and its 
associated interface devices (... USB-based data accessing device ...), clearly encompasses the 
claimed limitations as broadly interpreted by the examiner.). 

6. Claim 3 additionally recites the limitation that; "The USB-based data security device as 
claimed in claim 2, wherein 

the USB-based data accessing device comprises 
a USB-based card reader.". 
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The teachings of Sarat suggest such limitations (Abstract, col. l,line 20-col. 8,iine 12, whereas 
the processor based smartcard with USB interfacing (i.e., figure 3 and associated description) is 
used ' ... to control the communications from the CPU 10 to any other peripheral devices (i.e., 
the computer peripheral devices inclusive of plural smartcard(s) readers associated with said 
computer) . . . \ . . a personal computer with a USB port is inherently smartcard enabled. . . ', and 
' . . . (i.e., col. 7,lines 7-60) bulk encryption and decryption, where the card can operate as a pass- 
through device.', and further, where the smartcard clearly can interface with the computer and its 
associated interface devices (, . , USB-based card reader . . .), clearly encompasses the claimed 
limitations as broadly interpreted by the examiner,). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sarat, U.S. 
Patent 6,581,122 Bl as applied to claim 1 above. 

7. Claim 4 additionally recites the limitation that; "The USB-based data security device as 
claimed in claim 1, wherein 
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the data storage medium cx)mprises a compact flash card.". 

8. Claim 5 additionally recites the limitation that; "The USB-based data security device as 
claimed in claim 1, wherein 

the data storage medium comprises a multi-media card.". 

9. Claim 6 additionally recites the limitation that; "The USB-based data security device as 
claimed in claim 1, wherein 

the data storage medium comprises a memory stick.". 

10. Claim 7 additionally recites the limitation that; "The USB-based data security device as 
claimed in claim 1, wherein 

the data storage medium comprises a smart media card.". 

1 1 . Claim 8 additionally recites the limitation that; "The USB-based data security device as 
claimed in claim 1, wherein 

the data storage medium comprises a security digital card.". 

The teachings of Sarat suggest the base claims limitations (see "As per claim 1 . . ." 
paragraph above) without explicitly teaching of the use of . . the data storage medium 
comprises . . . compact flash card . . . multi-media card . . . memory stick . . . smart media card . . . 
security digital card", as a form of mass storage functionality per se. 
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It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to store any type of information including sensitive, encrypted, or otherwise, data in any 
generally electrically compatible mass storage device/system component. A recitation directed to 
the manner in which a claimed apparatus is intended to be used does not distinguish the claimed 
apparatus from the prior art if prior art has the capability to do so perform (See MPEP 21 14 
and Ex Parte Masham, 2 USPQ2d 1647 (1987)). The prior art is replete with references 
disclosing generally electrically compatible mass storage device/system components used to 
store any type of information including sensitive, encrypted, or otherwise, data. 
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Conclusion 



12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from examiner 
should be directed to Ronald Baum, whose telephone number is (571) 272-3861, and whose 
unofficial Fax number is (571) 273-3861. The examiner can normally be reached Monday 
through Thursday from 8 :00 AM to 5 :30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh, can be reached at (571) 272-3795. The Fax number for the organization 
where this application is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. For more information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the 
PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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